STATE OF VERMONT
HUVAN SERVI CES BOARD

In re ) Fair Hearing No. 20,082
)
Appeal of )

| NTRCDUCTI ON

The petitioner appeals a decision of the Ofice of
Vernont Heal th Access denying him Medi caid coverage for a
"heavy duty" powered scooter. The issue is whether the
petitioner has shown that his nedical needs cannot adequately

be net by a |l ess el aborate and costly nobility device.

DI SCUSSI ON

The petitioner is a forty-nine year old Medicaid
reci pient who has been di agnosed for nmany years with severe
arthritis that causes pain throughout his back and | egs. He
currently uses a notorized scooter which enables himto nove
about independently in and around his hone and in certain
public places. However, the scooter he presently uses is in
need of repair and is unsuitable to nove about for significant
di stances on city sidewal ks and ot her uneven surfaces.

The Departnent represents that it recently had the
petitioner evaluated by a physical therapist who determ ned

that the petitioner could use a standard notorized wheel chair
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or scooter to get around in and around his honme and for short
di stances outside the home. The petitioner feels he should
have a "heavy duty" notorized scooter so that he can have the
mobility necessary to do chores and carry on soci al

i nteractions outside his honme i ndependently. To date, the
Department represents that it has received no specific request
fromany nedical provider for the type of scooter the

petitioner is seeking.

ORDER

The decision of the Departnent is affirned.

REASONS

The Medicaid regul ations specifically provide for
coverage of wheelchairs and "nmobility devices". WA M 88
MB41 et seq. However, coverage for all durabl e nedical
equi pment is linmed to that which is "primarily and customarily
used to serve a nedical purpose” and "suitable for use in the
home". 8§ 840.1. The Board has consistently held that the
Departnent is not required to furnish itens beyond what is
medi cal |l y necessary that are primarily related to lifestyle
considerations. See e.g., Fair Hearing Nos. 15,475 and

13,298. Moreover, in all cases "a physician . . . nust
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provi de sufficient information to docunent the nedi cal
necessity of the item being prescribed'. § M40.4

In this case, there is no indication that the item sought
by the petitioner has been specifically "prescribed" by any
medi cal provider. Nor is there any evidence that the
petitioner needs a heavy duty notorized scooter to serve a
particul ar nmedi cal purpose. It is unfortunate that Medicaid
funding is insufficient to all ow coverage for itens necessary
to maintain the lifestyle needs, however |egitimte and not
extravagant, of particul ar handi capped i ndividuals.?

The Departnent has nmade clear that it stands willing to
provi de Medicaid coverage for the petitioner for any nobility
devi ce necessary for himto anbulate in and around his hone
that is duly prescribed by a nmedical provider. Until such
time, however, in light of the foregoing the Departnment's
decision in this matter nust be affirmed. 3 V.S. A § 3091(d),

Fair Hearing Rule No. 17.

! Medicaid covers all medically necessary transportation and personal care
servi ces.



